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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Objections 

1 . Claim 1 is objected to because of the following informalities: 

2. Regarding clam 1 , the examiner recommends changing the word "and" following 
the phrase "incapable of executing" with the word "the." Appropriate correction is 
required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 02(e) which forms the basis for 
all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 



2. Claims 1-6 and 8-13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated 
by Machida (United States Patent 6,642,943). 

3. Regarding claim 1, Machida discloses a data processing apparatus, data 
processing method, and storage medium storing a computer-readable program. 

4. In addition, Machida discloses a service execution requesting unit (103, 104, etc) 
which requests a service processing apparatus based on first cooperation instruction 
information, that instructs the cooperative processing apparatus to perform cooperative 
execution, via a network, or respective processes of plural services of a cooperative 
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process on document data, a service requesting apparatus for executing a service 
wherein a plurality of separate devices perform a plurality of services on the document 
data, as disclosed in the abstract, column 4, lines 51-60, column 41, lines 1-36 and 
exhibited in figures 1 and 2 . 

5. cooperation instruction information generating unit (302c) for generating second 
cooperation instruction information (input from the user) that instructs the cooperative 
processing apparatus to perform cooperative execution of the service which the service 
processing apparatus has become incapable of executing (because the combination 
has been judged to be ineffective), the services following it, as disclosed in column 1 1 , 
lines 52-67, column 41, lines 1-36 and exhibited in figures 8 and 9. 

6. Regarding claim 2, Machida discloses, everything claimed as applied above 
(see claim 1), in addition Machida discloses a cooperation instruction information 
generating unit which generates the second cooperation instruction information (based 
on a users input) when the service processing apparatus has become incapable of 
executing the service whose turn in order of the plural services has come, as disclosed 
in column 11, lines 52-67 and column 41, lines 1-36 and exhibited in figure 8. 

7. Regarding claim 3, Machida discloses everything claimed as applied above 
(see claim 1), in addition Machida discloses a cooperative processing apparatus, 
wherein the cooperation instruction information generating unit generates the second 
cooperation instruction information (as input by the user) which incorporates the same 
identification information from the first failed cooperation instruction in the second 
cooperation instruction and deletes the execution-completed services and writes a 
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statement that remaining services should be executed in a cooperative manner, as 
disclosed in column 11, line 52-67, column 40, lines 60-67, column 41, lines 1-36 and 
exhibited in figure 45. 

8. Regarding claim 4, Machida discloses everything claimed as applied above 
(see claim 1), in addition Machida discloses a cooperative processing apparatus 
wherein the cooperation instruction information unit generates storage destination 
information (or an output PC to store the plural image data) of document data before the 
service processing apparatus became incapable of servicing the request, as disclosed 
in column 9, lines 20-29 column 39, lines 1-20 and exhibited in figures 42 and 43. 

9. Regarding claim 5, Machida discloses everything claimed as applied above 
(see claim 1), in addition Machida discloses the cooperative processing apparatus 
wherein the cooperation instruction generating unit generates second cooperation 
instruction information including log information indicating execution completed 
services, or second cooperation instruction information to which the first Cooperation 
instruction information is attached, as disclosed in column 19, lines 1-20 and exhibited 
in figure 20. 

10. Regarding claim 6, Machida discloses everything claimed as applied above 
(see claim 1), in addition Machida discloses a cooperative processing apparatus 
wherein when instructed to effect re-execution (by the user) the service execution unit 
requests on basis of second cooperation instruction information (from the user) a 
service processing apparatus for executing a service, as disclosed in column 26, lines 
12-48. 
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1 1 . Regarding claim 8, Machida discloses everything claimed as applied above 
(see claim 7), in addition claim 8 is interpreted and thus rejected for the reasons set 
forth above in the rejection of claim 1 . Claim 8 describes the method and claim 1 
describes an apparatus for implementing a method. Thus claim 8 is rejected. 

12. Regarding claim 9, Machida discloses everything claimed as applied above 
(see claim 7) in addition claim 9 is interpreted and thus rejected for the reasons set forth 
above in the rejection of claim 2. Claim 9 describes the method and claim 2 describes 
an apparatus for implementing a method. Thus claim 9 is rejected. 

13. Regarding claim 10, Machida discloses everything claimed as applied above 
(see claim 7), in addition claim 10 is interpreted and thus rejected for the reasons set 
forth above in the rejection of claim 3. Claim 10 describes the method and claim 
3describes an apparatus for implementing a method. Thus claim 10 is rejected. 

14. Regarding claim 11, Machida discloses everything claimed as applied above 
(see claim 7), in addition claim 1 1 is interpreted and thus rejected for the reasons set 
forth above in the rejection of claim 4. Claim 1 1 describes the method and claim 4 
describes an apparatus for implementing a method. Thus claim 11 is rejected. 

15. Regarding claim 12, Machida discloses everything claimed as applied above 
(see claim 7), in addition claim 12 is interpreted and thus rejected for the reasons set 
forth above in the rejection of claim 4. Claim 12 describes the method and claim 3 
describes an apparatus for implementing a method. Thus claim 12 is rejected. 

16. Regarding claim 13, Machida discloses everything claimed as applied above 
(see claim 7), in addition claim 13 is interpreted and thus rejected for the reasons set 
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forth above in the rejection of claim 5. Claim 13 describes the method and claim 5 
describes an apparatus for implementing a method. Thus claim 13 is rejected. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 7 and 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Machida (United States Patent 7,002,702) further in view of Ochiai et al. (United 
States Patent 7,085,763) hereinafter referenced as Ochiai. 

3. Regarding claim 7, Machida discloses everything claimed as applied above 
(see claim 1), in addition Machida discloses a cooperative processing apparatus 
wherein comprising a cooperative process suspending unit for suspending the 
cooperative process if a service processing apparatus has become incapable of 
executing the service whose turn in order of the plural services has come, as disclosed 
in column 19, lines 1-20 and exhibited in figure 20. However Machida fails to explicitly 
disclose a search unit for searching for a substitute service processing apparatus when 
a service processing apparatus has become incapable of executing the service whose 
turn processing of the plural services has come. 

4. However the examiner maintains it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time of the invention to include such a modification to the invention 
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of Machida, as taught by Ochiai. In a similar field of endeavor, Ochiai discloses a device 
search system. In addition Ochiai discloses a search unit for searching for a substitute 
service processing apparatus when a service processing apparatus has become - 
incapable of executing the service whose turn processing of the plural services has 
come, as disclosed in the abstract and column 6, lines 28-63 and exhibited in figure 9. 

5. Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to combine the teaching of Ochiai with the invention Machida for the 
purpose allowing the user to easily search for a suitable device, as disclosed by Ochiai 
in column 6, lines 28-45. 

6. Regarding claim 14, Machida and Ochiai disclose everything claimed as applied 
above (see claim 7), in addition claim 14 is interpreted and thus rejected for the reasons 
set forth above in the rejection of claim 7. Claim 14 describes the method and claim 7 
describes an apparatus for implementing a method. Thus claim 14 is rejected. 



Response to Arguments 

1 . Examiner respectfully thanks the attorneys for the interview conducted on 
1 1/29/2007. Applicant's arguments filed 12/04/2007 have been fully considered 
but they are moot on the grounds of the new rejection. 

Conclusion 

5. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
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§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to BRENDAN MCCOMMAS whose telephone number is 
(571)270-3575. The examiner can normally be reached on IFP. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Twyler Haskins can be reached on (571)272-7406. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/ Brendan N. MCCommas/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 2625 



/B. M./ 

Examiner, Art Unit 2625 



